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the whole complex of qualities of corporate institutions and factory production.
Among the critics of the educators who espoused reform and democratic collectivism was President Robert Hutchins of the University of Chicago. The neo-Thomism of Hutchins and his associates, including ] Adler, Barr, and Buchanan, was not indifferent to the depression and the quest for security. But it looked not to some golden age in the future in which security would reign, but to a golden age in the past. Without embracing Catholicism, this group advanced an essentially Aristotelian, neoscholastic program, which was based on the assumption that American life had vastly overemphasized material values; individual self-interest, and a soft form of democratic hurnanitarianism. In consequence the arts and learning had been corrupted by false utilitarianism, and religion had been enslaved as a pampering "social gospel."
According to the exponents of neo-Thomism, man's nature is an admixture of the selfish and'base with the rational and moral; it is the job of education to develop the latter. Since these elements are unequally distributed in human kind, since in fact only a small minority are highly endowed with the rational, education must be so planned that the mass receive a training that will fit them for vocations and citizenship. This can be accomplished through emphasis on the "essentials" in the elementary schools and on subjects of general significance at the high school and junior college level. The. universities should be restricted to the education of the intellectual elite. These young men and women should be trained in what the neo-Thomists regarded as .the great principles derived from historical experience, the concepts of morality, truth, I and beauty; they should be taught not to subordinate these principles to pragmatic uses and values. Through such a reformation of education the neo-Thomists hoped that "intellectual verities" would triumph over what they described as excess materialism, loose and out-of-hand individualism, and false democracy. These, they seemed to think, had brought about a condition of impending economic, social, and moral collapse. In their eyes the cure lay in a return to the great classics of the past, to first principles.
Critics of neo-Thomism saw fascist implications in its indictment of democracy and hurnanitarianism and its doctrine of the elite. But they realized that fascism drew its chief strength from other sources, both